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Disaster in full--cost theory 
The fallowing joint statement was issued by the 
executive committees of the American Association of 
Land-Grant Colleges and State Uni1Jersities and the 
State Universities Association: 
The process 0£ making students pay an increasing 
proportion of the costs of higher education will, if 
continued, be disastrous to American society and to 
1\merican national strength. 
It is based on the theory that higher education 
benefits only the individual and that he should 
therefore pay immediately and directly for its cost- . 
through borrowing if necessary. A corollary of this 
is that colleges and universities should charge full 
cost of education to students. 
This is a false theory. Its adoption-together with 
the corollary of high student charges-will jeopanlize 
seriously our national strength, reduce our standard 
of living, and reverse our entire tradition of equal 
opportunity in life for your young people. 
The primary beneficiary of higher education is 
society. It is true that great economic and other bene-
fits clo accrue to the individual, and it is the respon-
sibility of the individual to help pay for the education 
of others on this account-through taxation and 
through voluntary support of colleges ancl universities, 
in accordance with the benefits received. 
But even from the narrowest economic standpoints 
a general responsibility rests on society to finance 
higher education. The businessman who has things 
to sell is a beneficiary whether he attends college or 
not, or whether his children do or not. Higher pro-
ductivity and higher incomes make better customers 
for business. 
Every phase of our national strength in world com-
petition with totalitarian ideologies depend ultimately 
on the quality and number of young people who 
receive advanced education in our colleges and uni-
versities. The Russians recognized this and have made 
higher education absolutely free of cost to the stu-
dent. We have recognized it as a principle and have 
developed the finest educational system in the world 
both in quality and numbers. 
In science and engineering-critical factors in to-
day's world-our colleges and universities have been 
for many years and are now graduating more trained 
young people in proportion to population than any 
country in the world, including Russia. The Russians 
have recently exceeded us in total numbers of sci-
entists and engineers graduating from their univer-
sities. This is solely because they have more young 
people than we have. 
Are we now to abandon the principle of social 
responsibility for higher education which has put it 
and kept us at least relatively ahead, turn back the 
calendar a century or more, make the amount of 
money the individual has or is willing to borrow the 
sole determinant of our supply of trained scientists-
for example? This is what the extremists- and there 
are many of them-are proposing. 
Those who are less extreme but still generally com-
mitted to the principle of rising tuition costs as an 
educational "good" advocate a widespread system of 
scholarships as an offset to high costs of college and 
university education. Since the American college stu-
dent already pays more of the cost of his education 
than students in any country of the world, it is 
certainly true that more scholarship opportunities 
are needed. 
But the financing by scholarships of the "quantity 
of quality" educational opportunities neeclecl to assure 
the future of this country will require both vast sums 
of money and a fantastic amount of adminhtrntive 
machinery. 
If charges to students are kept low through public 
and private financing of educational institutions, mos!: 
able students will find a way to go to college, as they 
do today. If charges are pushed up and up the vast 
majority of students will require individual financial 
aid of some sort-or they will not: attend college. 
The principle lhat the provision of quality edu-
cational opportunities at low cost provides the best 
fundamental means of making higher education wide-
ly available has been widely demonstrated. In general, 
those states which have made ancl are making the 
greatest publicly-financed effort for higher education 
are those with the highest percentage of able young 
people in college. Some of our northeastern states 
have very poor records in this regard. 
Our Land-Grant Colleges and State Universities 
were established to provide substantial equality of 
educational opportunity of the highest quality at the 
college level throughout the nation. 
The quality of their educational offerings is beyond 
dispute. Substantially more than half of all doctoral 
degrees in all fields in the United States are awarded 
by the 93 Land-Grant Colleges and State Universities 
represented in our two Associations, though they en-
roll only about 27 per cent of the U. S. student body. 
A recent survey showed that the state universities 
outrank any other group or type of institutions in the 
United States other than the handful of members of 
the "Ivy League" in the ratio of their alumni in Who's 
T!J!ho in America-one index of the quality of their 
education. · 
Since there is little carrel a tion between intellectual 
ability of the student and family income, the Ameri-
can public college or university must not become a 
device to reverse our historic trend away from a class 
society. \,Ve should continue to open wider doors of 
opportunity for students of genuine ability without 
regard to income status. 
1f we clo less than this, we will betray our youth and 
our nation in a time of greatest need. 
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"Low-cost public higher education has been in itself 
the most generous and productive program of' scholarships 
devised for large numbers by any nation." 
The !I'.\ lllembers of Lhe American AssociaLion of Land 
GranL Colleges and Slate Universities and Lhe SU1Le 
Universities AssociaLion en roll apprnximately 27 per 
cent of all co llege sLudents in the country, yet: 
1 . .Fony-live per cent or Lhe n1 embcrs of Lhe NaLion-
al Academy or Sciences earned one or more degrees 
from tlwse !J:l i nsti lll tions. (The Na t.io~1a I Aca demy 
iuviLes to membership only the most distinguished or 
scientists in Lhe United Stales.) 
2. or the :\!i li ving American Nobel Prize winners 
who r!'ceived their educaLion in the UniLed Slates, 
l!} (or more than r,o per c:cnt.) ea rned degrees from 
state 11ni,·e rsities and land gralll instiLuLions. (The 
quality or their faculLics is r-cvealcd in pal'L by Lhc 
fact that 1.1 oul ol' /\O Nobel Prize winners teaching in 
Amerirn n C"olleges and universiLies are at member 
ins Li tut ions .) 
:\· Of tlH' 111en1hers of the U. S. Congress who hold 
college and universi ty deg-recs, :,!) per c:ent. of Llwse 
.in the Senate and ,t<i per c:enl o[ those in the House 
of Representatives earned one or more degrees from 
slate universities and/ or land grant. insLiL11t.ions. 
,J. AL General Electric, ,17 per cenl or all personnel 
with co.llcge degrees attended stale universities and 
land grant. institutions. And !\!I per cent: or the col-
lege graduates on the Genera l Motors staff are from 
these insli tu I.ions. 
r,. Forty-one per cent of the degrees held by ex-
ern ti ves ol' Lhe 100 largest non-financial corporations 
,vere earned at slate universities and land grant in-
stit:ulions. (An additional four per cent were earned 
at non-member public institut ions and two per cent: at 
foreign colleges.) 
I 11 1 !l:,7·r,H, the 93 institut ions granted tio,233 
bache lors degrees; !i,r,1;\ masters degrees ancl 2,270 
doc:tora tes i 11 the com bi ncd fields of engineering, 
mathematics and the sciences-about ,Jtl per cent of 
the total granted in these fields by all co lleges and 
11ni.versiLies in the United Stales. With only 27 per 
cent ol' all college students, these institutions con-
ferred Ml per cent of all doctoratt:s, !\9 per cenL of tiic 
masters and ;\2 per cent of bachelors and professional 
degrees. 
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